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'JNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

REGIO~11)(

75 Hawthorne Street

San Francisco, CA 94105-3901

May 29, 2003

Mr. Steve Hill
Permit Evaluat.ion Manager
Bay Area AQMD
939 Ellis Streel
SaIl .Francisco, CA 94109

Significant Revi.sion to Major Facility Review Permit .-United Airlines San

Francisco Maintenance Center, .Facilily #AOOSl
re:

Dear Mr. Hil1:

EPA appreciates the opportunity (0 review and comment on (he April 16,2003, proposcd
Sjgnificant Revision to the United Airlines ("UAL") ..fit]e V permit for the San Francjsco
Maintenance Facility. We have the following comm(;nts concemjng (he proposed significaTl(

revISIOns:

Aero$pacc NESHAP for Miscellaneous C()aring Paint Booths (5137, S 149)I.

EPA concur:i with the District assessment in tile pem1it cvaluation that the Aerospace
Manufacturing and Rcwork Facilities NESHAP does not apply to the MiscelJaneous
Coating Paint Booths since VAL does not use these booths LO coat palls and assemblies
cl;tical to aircraft structural integrity or flight perlounance. See 40 C.F.R. § 63.741(f).
However, EP A recommends that the District add a condition to the "fitJe V perrni t
specifically pl-ohibiLing the coaling of clitical parts and assemblies in these Misccllaneou$

Coating Paint Booths.

Pressure Drop AcJ-oSS Control Devices for Chrome PJaling OpeJ-ations (A-48, A-49)2.

EP A notcs from the pcrmit evaluation that the District based original pemlilted control
device pressure drop requirements upon the rcsults of pert-om1ance ICSts conducted by
VAL on the A-48 and A-49 Compositc Mesh Pad/Mist Eliminators. Howcver, th~ actual
basis of VAL .s current request to change the pressurc drop range for A-48 and A-49 to

2-18 inches water is not clear. The PenJ1it evaluation states in application #006913,
page 2, that "United ha~ surveyed all other affected cornponcnts of the scrubber system
and has detenllined that the proposed pressure drop range is acceptable."
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In addition, although the permit evaluation state$ that Koch-Orto York (the equipment
manufacturer) has documenred to UA.L thar the conlTol devices have a suggested
operating range of 2-20 incbes warer, the pelmit evaluation does not state whether this
manufacturer supplied documentation is based upon actual emissions resting data. VAL
should .justify the prcssure drop rangc with actual emissions testing data.

EPA therefore concurs wilh (he District adding a peunit condition requiring UAI# to
conduct bi-annual source testing (0 demonstratc compliance with the hexavalent ch1-ome
cmission ljmil of 0.006 mg/amp-hr afterabatemenr. In addition, EPA recommends that
the permit contain a condirion requiring VAL to conduct compliance testing of the control
devices during representati ve operations, and to retcst sooner than once every two years
should the control devices bcgin to operate outside the previously tested pressure drop

ranges.

Please feel frce to call me at (415) 972-3974, or have youl- staff call Ma1.k Sim$ of my
staff at (415) 972-3965 if you have any qucstjons regarding our comments.

Sinccrely,

.~ios, Chief
Air Permits Office


